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and I urge my colleagues to listen to
this debate and to listen to those who
are saying that only some science is
good and we will be selective in which
we choose to agree to. Statistical sci-
entists say that sampling will help us
get an accurate count. Is that not what
we all should really be for?

I urge my colleagues to support the
Mollohan-Shays amendment.

Mr. HASTERT. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Flor-
ida [Mr. MILLER]

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from
West Virginia and in opposition to the
use of sampling.

I am a former statistics professor. I
taught statistics at both the under-
graduate and graduate level at several
universities. I have respect for sam-
pling, but sampling is used when you
do not have enough time or money.
What you really want to have is census
information, statistics. When you use
sampling, you have bias. You have non-
sampling bias, and you have sampling
bias.

In my first lecture on statistics both
at the graduate level and the under-
graduate level, I used to use this book,
still available to buy in the book store.
It is ‘‘How To Lie With Statistics.’’

Statistics can be manipulated in a
variety of ways that can be legiti-
mately defended. I do not trust statis-
tics. I teach my students to be sus-
picious of statistics, to be cautious of
the use of statistics. I used to make the
statement, tell me the point you want
me to prove, and I will prove it with
statistics, because it can be done.

I know all the statisticians say sam-
pling is great. Statisticians would not
have a job if we did not have sampling.
That is what statistics is based on.
Statisticians are biased to start with.

I think we are doing a good job. What
we need to do is do a good census. Dr.
Riche is moving in that direction. Let
us look at the examples of what took
place in Milwaukee and what took
place in Cincinnati. We can do a good
census. Let us do the job right and not
play around with sampling.

Mr. MOLLOHAN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 13⁄4 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Florida [Mrs. MEEK].

(Mrs. MEEK of Florida asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, first of all, I do not trust statis-
tics any more than the rest of my col-
leagues. But I trust even less the belief
that everyone is going to be counted
fairly.

If we look at the history of this, we
have never had an accurate count. The
under-count has been shown more in
African Americans than it has in any
other group. Do we want this repeated?
Then we are sending a message that we
do not want a fair census count.

This country does not look like it did
in 1990. You better look around and see
that it is different. You see more mi-

norities. There will be even more. So
you may as well learn that you have to
count them accurately. You cannot
count them accurately by the kinds of
enumeration that you are doing or that
you expect to do.

So it tells me that the issue is that
because you know there are more of
them than there are of you, that you
do not want an accurate count. They
are going to be there. They are going
to be under the bridges. They are going
to be in the homeless shelters. There
are going to be people who do not re-
turn those things to the census.

All I am saying to you is, it is fruit-
less, it is crazy, it is a waste of money,
but you would rather do that politi-
cally and for power than to go to a
sampling which the Mollohan amend-
ment is asking us to do. You would
rather take that useless method be-
cause you do not want to count every-
body. You want to go back to the time
when there was a serious undercount.

It will repeat itself. It was in 1990, as
you see from this chart. It is going to
be in the year 2000, because you are
going to insist on counting every head.

Mr. Chairman, they cannot enumer-
ate and count every head because they
are not going under the bridges, they
are not going on the highways and by-
ways of this country to find these little
people and count them. If that is the
way you want it, then you will not sup-
port the Mollohan amendment.

I support the Mollohan amendment
because it is fair. African-Americans
will be counted. It has got to be done.

Mr. HASTERT. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. HYDE].

(Mr. HYDE asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Chairman, this is a
fascinating debate. I listened to my
good friend, the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. STENHOLM], talk about the sci-
entists. I do not think you have to be
a scientist, rocket or otherwise, to read
the plain language of the Constitution:
‘‘The actual enumeration,’’ those are
not tough words, ‘‘shall be made within
3 years after the first meeting of the
Congress.’’

And then a constitutional scholar,
the gentleman from North Carolina
[Mr. WATT], brought in the entire text.
He said, ‘‘in such a manner as they,’’
meaning Congress, ‘‘shall by law di-
rect.’’

Well, you cannot by law amend the
Constitution. You cannot pass a stat-
ute and erase the first three words of
article I, ‘‘the actual enumeration.’’

It is a stretch to ask us to trust the
sampling of the population to an ad-
ministration that has shown, at best, a
reckless disregard for the letter and
the spirit of the law.

It goes beyond the Constitution. We
have a statute. Title 13, section 195,
says, ‘‘Except for the determination of
population for purposes of apportion-
ment of Representatives in Congress
among the several States, the sec-

retary shall, if he considers it feasible,
authorize the use of the statistical
method.’’ It specifically excludes
counting by sample, by guess, a deter-
mination, ‘‘for the purposes of appor-
tionment.’’

We want to count everybody. If they
are under the bridges, go down there
and count them. You are getting paid
to count them. Why is that less accu-
rate than guessing how many people
are under the bridge? Your administra-
tion does not exactly wear a T-shirt
saying, ‘‘trust me,’’ and engender an
awful lot of confidence to have you
count how many people there are and
where they are and what the districts
shall be in the next 10 years.

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee will
rise informally in order that the House
may receive a message.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MIL-
LER of Florida) assumed the chair.
f

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE
SENATE

A further message from the Senate
by Mr. Lundregan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate agrees to the
report of the committee of conference
on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendment of the Sen-
ate to the bill (H.R. 2203) ‘‘An Act mak-
ing appropriations for energy and
water development for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 1998, and for
other purposes.’’

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Committee will resume its sitting.
f

DEPARTMENTS OF COMMERCE,
JUSTICE, AND STATE, THE JUDI-
CIARY, AND RELATED AGENCIES
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 1998
The Committee resumed its sitting.
Mr. MOLLOHAN. Mr. Chairman, I

yield such time as she may consume to
the gentlewoman from Texas [Ms.
JACKSON-LEE].

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, because sampling equals one
vote and good science and good con-
stitutional support, I rise to support
the Mollohan-Shays amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the Mollo-
han-Shays amendment to H.R. 2267, the
Commerce-Justice-State appropriations. This
amendment if adopted would add language
prohibiting use of any 1998 funds to make ir-
reversible plans or preparations for the use of
sampling or any other statistical method, in-
cluding statistical adjustment, in taking the
census for purposes of congressional appor-
tionment. This same language is included in
the Senate-passed version of the bill.

This amendment would also create a Board
of Observers for a Fair and Accurate Census,
with the function of observing and monitoring
all aspects of the preparation and execution of
Census 2000, to determine whether the proc-
ess has been manipulated—through sampling,
statistical adjustments, or otherwise—in any
way that biases the results in favor of any ge-
ographic region, population group, or political
party.
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